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Stansfield Turner, head of the intelligence agency in the Carter 
administration, wrote in the opinion pages af Tuesday's New York Times if Iran 
then challenged the U.S. right to international waters, it could threaten to 

ming iran's harbors and cut off the oil exports that prop up Iran's wartime 
ecanamy. 


The re-flagged supertanker Bridgeton, under escort from U.S. warships, struck 
amine July 24 while using a narrow Z-mile path in a 40-mile-wide deep water 
channel, an area Iran has declaredcinternational shipping can use to avoid 
attack. 


The United States is rushing mine-sweeping assets to the gulf, but Turner 
argued it is nat necessary. The area could be swent, he said, but ‘‘the other 
technique is simply to avoid the mines by steering ships clear of them. ... It 
would be almast impossidle for Iran to mine all af the waters in the area where 
the Bridgeton was hit and, besides, doing so would impede Iran's own tankers.'' 


The risk af hitting a mine would be far less if convoys Zig-zagged acrass the 
larger channel, he said. 


‘Sa why aren't the re-flagged tankers using the whole gulf? It. is because 
the Ayatallah Ruhollah Khomeini has restricted international shipping to a 
narrow zone. At the point the Bridgeton was hit, the convoy had been within that 
2-mile slice of the 4Q-mile-wide channel. No wander the L[ranians knew sa 
certainly where to plant the mines.'' 


‘'The key question is: Why are we respecting Iran's restrictians'’ an 
shipping areas? wrote Turner. 


. 
. 


‘'Vidlating these restrictions and avoiding the mines is aur best recourse. 
It is unfair ta send men and ships cantinually toward the mine risks within the 
Narrow Channels. If Iran is going to take us on, at least it should da so 
apenly,'' he said. 


He Said ta reduce the chance of armed canflict the United States should tell 
Tran af the cansequences af challening U.S. access to international waters. 


‘'The way to prove we mean business is to bring to the gulf large numbers of 
the very weapons Iran is using against us: mines. Then, if Iran persists on 
interfering with the ships we are protecting, we should mine Iran's harbors. The 
Navy could easily lay enough mines ta cut off sea commerce between Iran and the 
Outside world, thereby cutting off all Iranian oil exports, its principal source 
af foreign exchange,'' Turner wrote. 


Turner said the United States ‘'cannot afford to be pushed out of the Persian 
Gulf as we were pushed out of Beirut. Better that we not give the ayatollah any 
such hope by continuing supinely to obey his illegal dictate about where we can 
Sail our ships. There really is na choice ather than to avoid the mines by using 
the zone in which Iran has tried to exclude us and ta be prepared for what the 
consequences might be.'! 
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“GoT: 
raises hopes 


for hostages 


By Don Kirk 
USA TODAY 


U.N. Secretary-General Ja- 
vier Perez de Cuellar today an- 
nounces the date of a truce in 
the eight-year-old war between 
Iran and Iraq. 

Perez de Cuellar, emerging 
from an hour with the Security 
Council, said Sunday the two 
nations had “agreed with a 
cease-fire followed by direct 
talks under my auspices.” 

He did not say when the 
truce would take effect — 
though he earlier indicated it 
could begin in 10 days. 

“We are on the road to 
peace,” said Iraq’s U.N. Am- 
bassador Ismat Kittani. 

A truce could promote: 

> Freedom for the 16 hos- 
tages now held in Beirut — 
nine of them USS. citizens. 

Former CIA director Stans- 
field Turner sees “the makin 
of a deal that is acce table.” 

Turner suggested that the 
United States ces ite its deni- 
als, should bargain for release 
of the hostages. The US. card: 
$2 billion in Iranian assets fro- 
zen by the United States. 

> Reduction of the U.S. 
Navy force in the Persian Gulf. 

If a cease-fire took effect, 
the United States would proba- 
bly puil out its extra ships, sent 
to the Persian Gulf more than 
a year ago to escort Kuwaiti 
tankers flying U.S. flags. 

“The Navy has been looking 
for an excuse to downsize its 
force,” said Brian McCartan of 
the Center for Defense Infor- 
mation. He predicted the Navy 
would keep six ships in the gulf 
— down from today’s 16, 

> Improvement in U.S-Ira- 
nian relations, 

A cease-fire “removes one of 
the obstacles” to talks with 
Tran, said Gary Sick, ex-Nation- 
al Security Council staffer who 
helped engineer the January 


1981 release of 52 hostages 
held in Iran for 444 days, 
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He warned, however, of “tre- 
mendous Sensitivity in the 
United States about being seen 
dealing with hostage-takers 
and the like,” 

Tran is believed to hold. 
major influence over Hezbol- 
lah, captors of nine U.S, hog 
tages held in Lebanon. 

__ But it isn’t certain that the. 
impact of the Iran-Iraq war 

ce will reach far enough 
to improve the hestages’. 
chances of release: | : 


“I wouldn't say the Irank 


Beirut h 
newspaper 
Added: Ti 


and its implications: 
What caused the war? 

Iraq — ruled by Sunni Mos- 
lems — attacked Iran first. 
Iraq was responding to Iran’s 
efforts at spreading its militant 
Shiite Moslem faith. Iran coun- 
tered, capturing significant 
parts of Iraqi territory. 


'Who’s winning the war now? 


Iraq this year has recap- 
tured most of the territory tak- 
en by Iran, draining Iran's lim- 
ited military resources and 
stirring divisions within Iran. 
Which country is bigger? © 

Iraq has only 16 million peo- 
ple in an area of 172,476 square 
miles compared with Iran's 50 


STAT 


The Washington Post 
The New York Times : 
The Washington Times 
The Wail Strset Journal 
The Christian Science Monitor 
New York Daily News ay. 
_USA Today Ps -A. 


The Chicago Tribune 


Date gC Phu gut LLCO 


Million people in 636,363. 
Why Is Iraq stronger? 

Iraq receives a steady sup- 
ply of arms from the Soviet 
Union and also buys French 


‘and other weapons. Iran, 


equipped with U.S. weapons 
supplied while the shah was in 
power, is running out of spare 
parts and new equipment. 


What are total casualties? ° 

A million peopie have died 
on both sides; neither country 
releases statistics on injuries. 
The economic impact? 

Both Iran and Iraq have suf- 
fered blows to their oil facili- 
ties — and to ships carrying 
both crude oil and petroleum 
Products elsewhere, 

Will oll output go up now? 

Probably not. Iraq is export- 
ing the quota set by OPEC 
through pipelines via Jordan 
and Turkey. [ran still exports 
most of its oil by sea. Neither 
wants to increase output into 
glutted world markets, 

What about the Persian Guilt? 

Ships should be free to go up 
and down the gulf unhampered 
by Iraqi or Iranian attack, For- 
eign — notably U.S. — war- 
ships would be able to scale 
back their missions, 


~— Don Kirk 


STAT 
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U.S. Must Retaliate If Iran Attacks, Ex-CIA 
Director Says Here 


By Ja Mannies = 4S 
Of the Post-Dispatch Staff 


Former CIA director Stansfield 
Tomer says The United ea Must 


u¥a:d chips 
ican warshi 
Tan Gull, 

“tt one uf thase ships gets bit, it’s & 
crisis,” Turner said in a speech 
Thursday before the 9. Lowis Region: 
al Commerce & Growth Association 
at the Clacion Huted. 

‘We will have to attack — aod al- 
tack hard.” 

The Ucited States has no choice but 
to respond mito force hecause * 
dent (eink we cao accept a third Au- 
milatien at the leet of Khomeiai,” be 
said, referring to Ayatollah RuhoUab 
Khomeint, tran‘s leader. 


The (iret humiliation, Turner said, 
was the holding from 1979 to 1981 af 
52 Agierican hostages for 444 days, 
the second was the ottderrover sale 
of arms (o Iran last year in a (utile 
attempt to free American hostages 
beld in Lebanon 


Torner conceded to the 854-mem- 
bec audience that sach @ harsa muu- 
tary response by tre United States 
might spark a new rooad of terrortst 
acts again Americans, 

Ag Americaa attack on Iran alsa 
might invite intervention by the Sev- 
iet Union, which has a pact with Lran, 
he said. 


“The stakes are nigh Io this effort 
io the Persian Gull that sturted yes- 
terday (Wednesday),” Turner sed. 
The world is wateiag whether “fran 
will try to koock the chip olf the 
shoulder of the Usited States.“ 


Turner said he personally dis- 
agreed with President Ronald Rea- 
gan's decision to fly American fags 
an the Kuwaiti stipe. But he supports 
the effacts to protect shipping ln the 


See TURNER, Page 14 


ae. 
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Perstan Gulf. There isa diifsrence,” 

He said any disagreement was now 
immaterial because "we must $up- 
port the president.” 

The Py oF administration's sale 
of arms to [ran “added to a series of 
mistakes made by the Carter admin: 
sgtration’ in tte dé@slinys “lth Traa, he 
said. A retired admiral, Turnor head: 
ed the Central Intelligence Agency 
uader tormer President Jimmy 
Carter. 

He sald officials were Aaive ta 
thiok (be arms scheme wouid secure 
the hostages’ releaae, And the sale — 
ata time when we Were telling our 
allles not to do so — made the United 
States appear to be deliberately de- 
ceptive, he sald. 

But Turner paid he understood 
Reagan's frustration and “sense of 
humanity” that led ta the unsuccent- 
ful undercover dealings. 

Turner contended that ‘hase same 
tealings were behind Carter's efforts 
to free the $2 hosinges. Turner gave & 
detatied account of the behind-the 
scenes planning for the covert milir 
tary attempt to free the hostages on 
April 24, 1980. In that failed attempt. 
eight servicemen were killed in a& 
crash of a U.S. helicopter and a C-190 
transport plane. The crash occurred 
during an evacuation in tha Iranian 
desert — after the mission had been 


celed, 

Turner endorsed some undercover 
activities by the CIA. Bul he said that 
nig successor at the CIA, the lace Wil- 
ham J. Casey, and other members of 
Reagan's administration appeared to 
have used covert activities to akirt 
td and keep Congress in the 
dark. 
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Stansfield Turner 
“Wi will have to attack" 


He said {t was Improper for the 
administration to use covert activities 
to aid the Nicaraguan rebels, known 
as Contras, in thetr drive to over: 
throw (he Nicaraguad governmeat at 
ay when Congresa was blocking 
aid. 

“If tnere is not a consensus on a 
foreign policy move, it ts aot wise for 
the president to do covertly what he 
could not aublicly,” Turner sald. 
“The publte should think a lot about 
this philosophy of government that 
we have heard” dufing the congres: 
jong) hearings of the Iran-Contra 
scandal. 


Turner cnatended (haf the cesinmtioe 
ny of Rear Adm. John M. Fuindexter, 
former nations! security advisar. and 
of Poindeater's key aide, ft. Colonel 
Oliver L. North, reveaiéd that the ad- 
ministalion favored a government 
where mahy key dealings Were con: 
ducted in secret ane where vying [6 
Congress Was accepiavie, 

“Eda not Xeileve that officials of 
ur government — or your corporu: 
tlons — can he to each other" and 
operate effectively, Turner sald. 

In an interview inter, Turner dis: 
missed the contention of some offi 
ciais th Reagan's acmifistration that 
they avoided telling Congress about 
some covert activities because the of: 
ficiuls feared leaks that could come 
promise the undercover operations. 

“Never did we nave é leak from 
Congress efter a driefing,” Turner 
said, "Moat of my problems with 
yeaks were fram within the White 
House.” 

Secret activities must be known lo 
Congress, he sald, “otherwise you 
have unchecked executive power.” 

He ego biasted North for Als test 
mony advocating total loyalty to su: 
pervisors, “You only carry out orders 
of a president whose actions you 
tink are legal or ethical,’ Turnec 


said, 

Turner pralsed the new CIA direc: 
tor, former ead a e 
ster, as “a Man of tremendous !nteg: 


ster, as "a ma tremendous | 
rity, tremendous iry' who wi 
estore confidence in (ne agency. But 
Lrner adoed (hat Ke feared Cor: 
greme would respond to the [ran-Con- 
tra scandal by passing new jews (hat 
“tighten the noose afound the CIA 
more than they should.” 
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